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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the election filed 1 1 January 2005. 

2. Claims 3-1 7, 28-31 , and 38-44 are pending. Claims 3, 13, 28, 38, 41 , and 44 are 
independent claims. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 5 March 2002 is being 
considered by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections ~ 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3-10, 13-15, 38, 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Boden et al. (US 5930512, patent date1999, hereafter Boden) in 
further view of Nauckhoff (US 5893128, patent date 1999). 

As per independent claim 3, Boden discloses a method in a data processing 
system having versions of a plan, each reflecting an instance in an edit history, the 
method comprising the steps of displaying a plan in a sequential manner to simulate 
animation of the edit history (column 10, lines 30-34: Here, the process model is 
equivalent to the plan, while animation from the beginning is reflecting the edit history). 
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Boden fails to specifically disclose storing indications of the versions of the plan. 
However, Nauckhoff discloses storing indications of the versions of the plan (column 7, 
lines 26-56: Here, marking the last committed version is storing indications of the 
version of the plan. Further, because a rollback of the system is possible, an earlier 
version of the plan must be stored). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Boden's method of displaying a plan with 
Nauckhoff s method of storing versions of a plan, since it would have allowed a user to 
graphically view the sequential steps leading up to a version. 

As per dependent claim 4, Boden and Nauckhoff disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 3, and the same rejection islncorporated herein. Boden further 
discloses creating a link from the plan to the task (column 2, lines 63-65: Here, a hot link 
links to the task). Nauckhoff discloses storing a version of the task of the plan (column 
7, lines 26-56: Here, a rollback is possible, meaning that beside the current version of 
the plan, an earlier version must also be present). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Boden and Nauckhoff s method of linking from 
the plan to the task with Nauckhoff s method of storing versions, since it would have 
allowed the user to navigate several versions of a plan more easily. 

As per dependent claim 5, Boden and Nauckhoff disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 3, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Boden further 
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discloses the method wherein the versions of the plan reflect an activation of the plan 
(Figure 5: Here, the "STATUS" of tasks in the work list displays activation of the plan). 

As per dependent claim 6, Boden and Nauckhoff disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 5, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Boden further 
discloses the method wherein the plan comprises a plurality of tasks and the indications 
of the versions of the plan comprise the states of the tasks (Figure 5: Here, the items 
listed under "DESCRIPTION" are the plurality of tasks, while the "STATUS" displays the 
states of the tasks). 

As per dependent claim 7, Boden and Nauckhoff disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 6, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Boden further 
discloses the method wherein the state comprises an unexecuted state (Figure 5: Here, 
the "READY" and "SUSPENDED" states are equivalent to the unexecuted state. 

As per dependent claim 8, Boden and Nauckhoff disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 6, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Boden further 
discloses the method wherein the state comprises an executing state (Figure 5: Here, 
the "RUNNING" state is equivalent to the executing state). 

As per dependent claim 9, Boden and Nauckhoff disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 6, and the same rejection is incorporated herein'. Boden further 
discloses the method wherein the state comprises an executed state (column 7, lines 6- 
26: Here, the exit state is the equivalent of an executed state). 

As per dependent claim 10, Boden and Nauckhoff disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 3, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Boden further 
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discloses the method wherein the indications of the plan reflect modifications to the plan 
(column 8, lines 56-61: Here modifications of the plan are translated in order to reflect 
changes in the plan). 

As per independent claim 13, Boden discloses a method in a data processing 
system having versions of a workflow, each reflecting an instance in an edit history, the 
method comprising the steps of displaying a workflow in a sequential manner to 
simulate animation of the edit history (column 10, lines 30-34: Here, the process model 
is equivalent to the workflow, while animation from the beginning is reflecting the edit 
history). Boden fails to specifically disclose storing indications of the versions of the 
workflow. However, Nauckhoff discloses storing indications of the versions of the 
workflow (column 7, lines 26-56: Here, marking the last committed version is storing 
indications of the version of the workflow. Further, because a rollback of the system is 
possible, an earlier version of the workflow must be stored). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Boden's method of displaying a workflow with 
Nauckhoffs method of storing versions of a workflow, since it would have allowed a 
user to graphically view the sequential steps leading up to a version. 

As per dependent claim 14, Boden and Nauckhoff disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 13, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Boden further 
discloses creating a link from the workflow to the activity (column 2, lines 63-65: Here, a 
hot link links to the activity). Nauckhoff discloses storing a version of the activity of the 
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workflow (column 7, lines 26-56: Here, a rollback is possible, meaning that beside the 
current version of the workflow, an earlier version must also be present). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Boden and Nauckhoff s method of linking from 
the workflow to the activity with Nauckhoff s method of storing versions, since it would 
have allowed the user to navigate several versions of a workflow more easily. 

As per dependent claim 15, Boden and Nauckhoff disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 13, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Boden further 
discloses the method wherein the indications of the workflow reflect modifications to the 
workflow (column 8, lines 56-61: Here modifications of the workflow are translated in 
order to reflect changes in the workflow). 

As per independent claim 28, Boden discloses the computer-readable medium 
containing instructions for controlling a data processing system to perform a method, 
the method comprising the steps of displaying a workflow plan in a sequential manner to 
simulate the generation of the plans from the workflow (column 10, lines 30-34). Boden 
fails to specifically disclose retrieving a plurality of plans from a workflow. However, 
Nauckhoff discloses retrieving a plurality of plans from a workflow (column 4, lines 28- 
36: Here, plans are retrieved from a database for processing by application programs). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Boden's method of displaying plans with 
Nauckhoff s method of retrieving plans, since it would have allowed a user to view 
retrieved plans. 
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As per independent claim 38, the applicant discloses the data processing system 
for execution of the method of claim 1 3. Nauckhoff further discloses a memory device 
and a secondary storage device (column 4, lines 28-36). Claim 38 is similarly rejected 
under Boden and Nauckhoff. 

As per independent claim 41, the applicant discloses the data processing system 
for execution of the method of claim 3. Nauckhoff further discloses a memory device 
and a secondary storage device (column 4, lines 28-36). Claim 41 is similarly rejected 
under Boden and Nauckhoff. 

As per independent claim 44, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to 
those in claim 3. Claim 44 is similarly rejected under Boden and Nauckhoff. 

6. Claims 1 1 , 16, 30, 39, and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Boden and Nauckhoff in further view of Is (2000, found on page 7, 
line 2). 

As per dependent claim 1 1 , Boden and Nauckhoff disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 3, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Boden and 
Nauckhoff fail to specifically disclose the method wherein the versions of the plan are 
displayed in reverse order. However, Is discloses listing in reverse order (page 2: Here, 
the -r option reverses the order of sort alphabetically or according to time). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Boden and Nauckhoff s method of displaying 
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versions with Is's method for reversing the order, since it would have allowed a user to 
view the plan in an alternative order. 

As per dependent claim 16, Boden and Nauckhoff disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 13, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Boden and 
Nauckhoff fail to specifically disclose the method wherein the versions of the workflow 
are displayed in reverse order. However, Is discloses listing in reverse order (page 2: 
Here, the -r option reverses the order of sort alphabetically or according to time). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Boden and Nauckhoff's method of displaying 
versions with Is's method for reversing the order, since it would have allowed a user to 
view the workflow in an alternative order. 

As per dependent claim 30, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 1 1 . Claim 30 is similarly rejected under Boden, Nauckhoff, and Is. 

As per dependent claim 39, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 16. Claim 39 is similarly rejected under Boden, Nauckhoff, and Is. 

As per dependent claim 42, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 1 1 . Claim 42 is similarly rejected under Boden, Nauckhoff, and Is. 

7. Claims 12, 17, 40, and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Boden and Nauckhoff in further view of Kumashiro (US 6240395, 
patent 2001, file 1998). 
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As per dependent claim 12, Boden and Nauckhoff disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 3, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Boden and 
Nauckhoff fail to specifically disclose the method wherein the display comprises a Gantt 
chart. Kumashiro discloses a Gantt chart (column 10. lines 38-47). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Boden and Nauckhoff s method of displaying a 
plan with Kumashiro's method of displaying a Gantt chart, since it would have allowed a 
user to view a representation of time to be spent on a task. 

As per dependent claim 17, Boden and Nauckhoff disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 13, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Boden and 
Nauckhoff fail to specifically disclose the method wherein the display comprises a flow 
diagram. Kumashiro discloses a flow diagram (column 10. lines 38-47). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Boden and Nauckhoff s method of displaying a 
plan with Kumashiro's method of displaying a flow diagram, since it would have allowed 
a user to view a representation of time to be spent on a task. 

As per dependent claim 31 , the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 12. Claim 31 is similarly rejected under Boden, Nauckhoff, and Kumashiro. 

As per dependent claim 40, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 17. Claim 40 is similarly rejected under Boden, Nauckhoff, and Kumashiro. 

As per dependent claim 43, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 12. Claim 43 is similarly rejected under Boden, Nauckhoff, and Kumashiro. 
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8. Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Boden 
and Nauckhoff in further view of Garofalakis et al. (1998, hereafter Garofalakis). 

As per dependent claim 29, Boden and Nauckhoff disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 28, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Boden and 
Nauckhoff fail to specifically disclose the medium further comprising the steps of: 

• Receiving an indication of a rate of display 

• Setting a time period equal to a reciprocal of the rate 

• Pausing for the time period before displaying each of the plans 
Garofalakis discloses: 

• Receiving an indication of a rate of display (column 4, line 60- column 5, line 8: 
Here, the per stream disk bandwidth requirement is the rate of display) 

• Setting a time period equal to a reciprocal of the rate (column 4, line 60- column 
5, line 8: Here, this time period is the time period required to retrieve the 
requested data and is a reciprocal of the display frequency) 

• Pausing for the time period before displaying each of the plans (column 4, line 
60- column 5, line 8: Here, the time necessary to retrieve the data is the paused 
time period before display) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Boden and Nauckhoff's medium for retrieving 
plans with Garofalakis's medium for display, since it would have allowed a user to 
receive the data based upon the. equipment he/she was using. 
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Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Gantt charts in Excel: Discloses using Gantt charts in Excel. 

• Mohan et al. "Exotica: A Research Perspective on Workflow Management 
Systems": Disclose workflow management. 

• Alonso et al. "Advanced Transaction Models in Workflow Contexts": Discloses 
workflow models. 

• Draper et al. (US 5924096): Discloses a distributed database with update logs. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kyle R Stork whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4130. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (7:00-3:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (703) 308-5465. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kyle Stork 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2178 




Cesar B Paula 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
AU 2178 



